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REMARKS 

STATUS OF THE CLAIMS 

In accordance with the foregoing, no claim amendments are presented herein. New 
claim 26 has been added. Claims 1-26 are now pending and under consideration. 

The Examiner's rejections are respectfully traversed below and reconsideration is 
earnestly requested. 

REJECTIONS UNDER 35 U.S.C. §112, SECOND PARAGRAPH 

On page 2 of the final Action, the Examiner rejects claims 1-4 as being indefinite for 
failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter of the invention. 
Specifically, the Examiner states that it is not clear to which terminal Applicant is referring in the 
phrase "attaching the location of said terminal", as recited in claim 1. 

The claims were amended in the Amendment After Final Rejection, filed April 17, 2006, 
to comply with 35 U.S.C. §112. As stated in the Advisory Action, mailed June 2, 2006, these 
claim amendments have been entered. Approval of the claims is respectfully requested. 

REJECTIONS UNDER 35 U.S.C. §103(a) 

On pages 2-8 of the Action, claims 1-6, 11, 13-19 and 24 are rejected as being 
unpatentable over previously-cited Takakura et al. (U.S. 2002/0007396) in view of newly-cited 
Sandhu et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,867,733). 

In the Advisory Action mailed June 2, 2006, the Examiner checks box 13, and notes on 
the Continuation Sheet, that the Request for Reconsideration does NOT place the application in 
condition for allowance. Specifically, in response to the argument that Takakura does not 
disclose delivering the location of the terminal attached to the remark to the terminals of the 
other participants, the Examiner states that this feature does not appear in the claims. The 
Examiner further states that Takakura discloses transmitting chat messages from one user to 
other users in an area chat room, where these users are in the same geographic area, citing 
Takakura, page 2, [0037]-[0038], page 3, [0039]-[0040] and [0049]-[0059]. 

Applicant respectfully disagrees with the Examiner's assertion that the independent 
claims do not recite the feature described above. For example, claim 1 clearly recites, 
"delivering the remark, in the form of text data, to terminals of the other participants of said area 
chat room with the location of said terminal attached". 

On page 3 of the final Office Action, mailed December 16, 2005, the Examiner states that 
Takakura discloses delivering the remark, in the form of text data, to the terminals of the other 
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participants of said area chat room by attaching the location of said terminal, as recited in claim 
1, citing Takakura paragraphs 21, 37-40, 49-50, 56-59, 64-66, 94-97, 115 and 118. 

Applicant respectfully disagrees with the Examiner's interpretation of Takakura. Takakura 
does not disclose delivering the location of the terminal attached to the remark to the terminals 
of the other participants. In contrast, Takakura merely teaches obtaining location information of 
a terminal to determine in which area chat room the user of the terminal will participate. The 
location information of each terminal is stored in the current position information database 12. 
(See, for example, [0094]). In Takakura, the location of the terminal is never delivered to the 
other participants in a chat room, by being attached to a remark. 

Independent claims 1,13 and 1 4 recite that the location of the terminal making the 
remark is delivered to the terminals of the other participants of the area chat room. 

Similarly, independent claim 5 currently recites receiving the current locations and 
remarks, in the form of text data, of all the participants as well as map data corresponding to the 
range of said area chat room from said system and displaying said map data, including the 
charted locations of all the participants, and remarks of the participants on a display screen of 
said terminal when the user is in said area chat room. 

Independent claim 18 currently recites receiving the current locations and remarks, in the 
form of text data, of all the participants as well as map data corresponding to the range of said 
area chat room from said system and displaying said map data, including the charted locations 
of all the participants, and remarks of the participants on a display screen of said terminal when 
the user is in said area chat room. 

Moreover, Sandhu merely discloses a system in which position information is distributed 
to mobile units using a data network. (Column 1 , lines 8-10). Sandhu does not teach or even 
suggest delivering a remark, in the form of text data, to terminals of the other participants of said 
area chat room with the location of said terminal attached. Therefore, it is respectfully submitted 
that Sandhu does not teach or suggest the features of independent claims 1,5,13,14 and 1 8, 
described above. 

Therefore, it is submitted that independent claims 1, 5, 13, 14, and 18 are patentably 
distinguishable over the prior art. 

Dependent claims 2-4, 6, 11, 15-17, 19 and 24 inherit the patentability of their respective 
base claim and are patentably distinguish over the prior art at least for the same reasons 
previously discussed. 

On pages 8-9 of the final Action, claims 7-10 and 20-23 are rejected as being 
unpatentable over Takakura and Sandhu as applied to claim 5 above, and further in view of Kelts 
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(U.S. 2002/0112237). 

Claims 7-10 depend from claim 5 and claims 20-23 depend from claim 18. Thus, 
dependent claims 7-10 and 20-23 are patentable for at least the reasons provided above. 

However, Applicant further disagrees with the Examiner's assertion that Kelts teaches 
indicating the charted location of the latest speaker by a shape, color, or method different from 
those for other speakers when charting the locations of the participants who are in said area 
chat room, as recited in dependent claims 7 and 20. 

As the Examiner states, Kelts teaches merely changing the color of map items that 
represent different types of programming genres or different programming characteristics. Kelts 
does not relate to chat rooms, and does not teach or even suggest the indicated charted location 
of the latest speaker. 

Accordingly, it is submitted that claims 7-10 and 20-23 are patentably distinguishable 
over the prior art. 

On pages 9-10 of the final Action, claims 12 and 25 are rejected as being unpatentable 
over Takakura and Sandhu as applied to claims 5 and 18 above, and further in view of Hatlelid 
(U.S. Patent No. 6,772,195). 

Claims 12 and 25 depend from claims 5 and 18, respectively. Thus, for at least the 
reasons provided above for independent claims 5 and 18, the rejections of claims 12 and 25 are 
also traversed. 

NEW INDEPENDENT CLAIM 26 

New independent claim 26 recites a method that includes delivering a permitted remark 
from said terminal, in the form of text data, to terminals of other participants of said area chat 
room with the location of said terminal attached. Therefore, for at least the reasons provided 
above for the other independent claims, it is respectfully submitted that new claim 26 also 
patentably distinguishes over the prior art. 

CONCLUSION 

In accordance with the foregoing, it is respectfully submitted that all outstanding 
objections and rejections have been overcome and/or rendered moot. Further, all pending 
claims patentably distinguish over the prior art. There being no further outstanding objections or 
rejections, it is submitted that the application is in condition for allowance. An early action to that 
effect is courteously solicited. 
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Finally, if there are any formal matters remaining after this response, the Examiner is 
requested to telephone the undersigned to attend to these matters. 

If there are any additional fees associated with filing of this Amendment, please charge 
the same to our Deposit Account No. 1 9-3935. 

Respectfully submitted, 

STAAS & HALSEY LLP 





Michael P. Stanley 
Registration No. 58,523 



1201 New York Avenue, NW, 7th Floor 
Washington, D.C. 20005 
Telephone: (202)434-1500 
Facsimile: (202)434-1501 
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